Unfortunately, we realized after publication that there was a major problem with the analysis in our study. One of our group's statisticians, who was not an author of this article, recently started analyzing the risk of pharyngeal and laryngeal cancer in the same cohort and identified a problem with the original statistical analyses of the follow-up categories after antireflux surgery and medication. For each follow-up category, only those people with the total study time within the category were kept in the analysis. If an individual was included, the individual's entire follow-up was used for the calculations. This led to 2 problems: in earlier follow-up categories, the person-years were underestimated, and in later follow-up categories, the person-years were overestimated.
Editor's Note

Scientific Integrity and Data Accuracy
Scientific integrity seems to be a rare commodity these days. In this issue of JAMA Oncology, we have a retraction of an article 1 due to an analysis error brought to our attention by the authors themselves. We commend Jesper Lagergren, MD, PhD, and colleagues for discovering this mistake after their research was published and immediately contacting the journal to ensure that corrected information in the analysis and outcome was rapidly made available to our readers. Ensuring that accurate data are accessible to others for the foundation of future studies is the basis of scientific publishing. The honesty of authors, such as Dr Lagergren and colleagues, serves as an excellent example of scientific integrity.
